'IRAQ,
and which contributed to its final break-up. The non-Turkish
groups could not and would not permanently renounce the ideal
of an independent state for every nation: part and parcel of the
Western concept. The Young Turks, on the other hand, could
not abandon the ideal of sovereignty over the whole population
and territory within the frontiers of the State, equally a part
of the same concept.1 Thus, while 'Ottomanism' in the pro-
gramme of the Committee of Union and Progress meant in
theory that all sections of the Empire were to enjoy equal
cultural liberty and that all were to be represented in Parlia-
ment and in government services on a proportional basis, in
reality it came to mean that the non-Turkish elements were
to be enfranchised and tolerated only in so far as they accepted
the Committee's programme in full. In Arab lands, the
'Ottomanizing5 policy involved a ban on Arabic language and
literature — the original basis of the Arab revival — the com-
pulsory use of Turkish in official circles and in schools, and the
abandonment of all institutions and customs which Arabs
cherished.
In Syria, the effect of the programme of the C.U.P. was to
revive the Arab Movement and to increase the resentment of the
inhabitants against the Turks. A section, composed largely
but not exclusively of Catholic Christians, turned to France,
their traditional protector and cultural mentor, for support and
intervention on their behalf. France, nothing loath to increase
her influence in a region which she had long coveted, welcomed
the overtures. Through her consuls and diplomatic officials,
secret negotiations were carried on with the Nationalists, which,
when discovered by the Turks after the outbreak of the war,
brought death and imprisonment at the hands of Djemal Pasha
to those involved.2
1 Toynbee, A. J., and Kirkwood, K P., Turkey, (1926), p 53
3 Thirty-four Syrians were sentenced to death, five to imprisonment and four
to exile, largely on the evidence of documents taken from the French Consulate
in Beirut.  Facsimiles of some of the documents may be seen in the Turkish
Red Book, La Virile swr la Question Synenne (Stambul, 1916).   On Georges
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